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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1-36 have been examined. 
This action is made Non-Final. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

Claims 1,12,23 and 34-36 recites the limitation "the generated error message" (see 
second to last line of claims). There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the 
claim. Examiner is uncertain whether or not the limitation is in reference to the "generated 
message". If so, examiner suggests amending limitation to "the generated message". 

Claims 13,21,24 and 32 recites the limitation "the method*' (see line 3 of claims). There 
is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. Examiner is uncertain whether or 
not the limitation is in reference to the steps. 

Claims 24 and 28-33 further recites the limitation "step(s)", which is inconsistent with 
base claim 23, which discloses "logic". Examiner suggests amending claims to cite "logic" not 
"step(s)". 

The remaining claims, not specifically mentioned, are rejected for being dependent upon 
one the claims mentioned above. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1-7, 9-18, 20-29, and 31-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by US Patent No. 6,002,871 of Duggan et al. referred hereinafter "Duggan". 

Regarding claims 1, 12 and 23, Duggan discloses a method for a computer, a machine- 
readable medium having data stored thereon representing sequences of instructions executed by 
computing device, and a computer system suitable for automatically testing a website or a web 
application (see column 5 lines 10-17), comprising a database for storing a plurality of database 
objects, at least one processor, and at least one data storage device, and a plurality of processes 
spawned by said at least one processor (see column 5 lines 20-37), the processes including 
processing logic for: 

opening a page within the website or web application (see column 5 lines 10-16). 

examining a code that generated the opened page, detecting a user input field in the 
examined code and categorizing the detected input field according to a type of the input field. 
Duggan discloses recognizing a web application requires username/password (see column 7 lines 
40-45), indicating detecting a user input field in the examined code and categorizing the detected 
input field according to a type of the input field. 

consulting a knowledge base of standard inputs, the knowledge base of standard inputs 
storing a plurality of standard inputs that are categorized according to one of a plurality of input 
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field types. Duggan discloses a user list of names and passwords representing usernames and 
passwords to gain access to the application (see column 6 lines 35-40). 

selecting a standard input from the knowledge base of standard inputs, the selected 
standard input being chosen from among the plurality of standard inputs of the selected input 
field type and applying the selected standard input to the detected input field (see column 7 lines 
40-46 and column 15 lines 25-27). 

checking a page generated by the website or the web application for a generated message 
as a result of applying the selected standard input to the detected input field. Duggan discloses 
locating certain text in the body of a response from an application program under test (see 
column 20 lines 32-33). 

when the website or web application generates a message in response to the applied 
standard input, consulting a knowledge base of standard errors, the knowledge base of standard 
errors storing a plurality of standard errors and matching the generated message to one of the 
plurality of stored standard errors or assigning a likelihood that the generated message is an error 
message when the generated message does not match one of the plurality of stored standard 
errors in the knowledge base of standard errors. Duggan discloses comparing a variable in 
response to an execution segment to an expected error code (see column 20 lines 50-55). 

generating a log entry, the log entry including at least one of an identification and a path 
of the generated page, the applied standard input, the generated message and a flag indicating 
that the generated error message is an error message or is believed to be a potential error 
message (see column 8 lines 30-45). 
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Regarding claims 2, 13 and 24, Duggan discloses the claim limitation as discussed above. 
Duggan further discloses initiating a testing session by logging in the website or web application, 
and returning to the examining step to complete successive iterations of the method until an end 
of the testing session is reached. Duggan discloses a test run can have a duration specified in 
terms of completed session or defined with a start and stop time (see column 6 lines 50-55). 

Regarding claims 3, 14 and 25, Duggan discloses the claim limitation as discussed above. 
Duggan further discloses wherein the code includes at least one of HTML, XML, JavaScript and 
Java Applets (see column 1 1 lines 58-61). 

Regarding claims 4, 15 and 26, Duggan discloses the claim limitation as discussed above. 
Duggan further discloses wherein the end of the testing session is reached when a predetermined 
condition evaluates true (see column 6 lines 50-55). 

Regarding claims 5, 16 and 27, Duggan discloses the claim limitation as discussed above. 
Duggan further discloses wherein the predetermined condition includes at least one of a first 
selectable number of input fields have been tried, a second selectable number of pages of the 
website or web application have been opened, after the website or web application has been 
tested for a third selectable number of minutes, after all pages of the website or web application 
under a main page of the predetermined URL have been tested, and a user-defined condition has 
been satisfied or a user-definable event has occurred. Duggan discloses a test run can have a 
duration specified in terms of completed session or defined with a start and stop time (see 
column 6 lines 50-55). 

Regarding claims 6, 17 and 28, Duggan disclose the claim limitation as discussed above. 
However, Duggan further discloses at least one of adding a new standard input, updating an 
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existing standard input and removing an existing standard to/from the knowledge base of 
standard inputs. Duggan discloses a user list of names and passwords (see column 6 lines 35- 
40), which must necessarily be added to the knowledge base at some point, either initially or 
thereafter. 

Regarding claims 7, 18 and 29, Duggan discloses the claim limitation as discussed above. 
Duggan further discloses at least one of adding a new standard error, updating an existing 
standard error and removing an existing standard error to/from the knowledge base of standard 
errors. Duggan discloses error codes (see column 20 lines 35-40), which must necessarily be 
added to the knowledge base at some point, either initially or thereafter. 

Regarding claims 9, 20 and 31, Duggan discloses the claim limitation as discussed above. 
Duggan further discloses wherein the returning step causes the opening step to return to and open 
a same page within the website or web application. Duggan discloses being able to execute a 
command with a plurality of different user entries, implying opening a same page with a 
different input (see column 6 lines 50-54). 

Regarding claims 10, 21 and 32, Duggan discloses the claim limitation as discussed 
above. Duggan further discloses wherein the applying step applies a different standard input of 
the selected input field type from the knowledge base of standard inputs in each successive 
iteration of the method. Duggan discloses being able to execute a command with a plurality of 
different user entries, implying opening a same page with a different input (see column 6 lines 
50-54). 

Regarding claims 1 1, 22 and 33, Duggan discloses the claim limitation as discussed 
above. Duggan further discloses wherein the returning step causes the opening step to return to 
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and open a different page within the website or web application. Duggan discloses presenting 
different web pages with different commands (see column 12 lines 50-55). 

Regarding claims 34, 35 and 36, Duggan discloses a method for a computer, a machine- 
readable medium having data stored thereon representing sequences of instructions executed by 
computing device, and a computer system suitable for automatically testing a website or a web 
application(see column 5 lines 10-17), comprising a database for storing a plurality of database 
objects, at least one processor, at least one data storage device, and a plurality of processes 
spawned by said at least one processor(see column 5 lines 20-37), the processes including 
processing logic for: 

opening a page within the website or web application (see column 5 lines 10-16). 

detecting a user input field in the opened page. Duggan discloses recognizing a web 
application requires username/password (see column 7 lines 40-45), indicating detecting a user 
input field in the examined code. 

selecting a standard input from a knowledge base of standard inputs that stores a plurality 
of standard inputs, and applying the selected standard input to the detected input field (see 
column . 7 lines 40-46 and column 15 lines 25-27). 

checking a page generated by the website or the web application for a generated 
message as a result of applying, the selected standard input to the detected user input field. 
Duggan discloses locating certain text in the body of a response from an application program 
under test (see column 20 lines 32-33). 
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attempting to match the generated message with one of a plurality of standard errors 
stored in a knowledge base of standard errors, and when a matching message is generated as a 
result of applying the selected standard input to the detected user input field or when the 
generated message is determined to have a high likelihood of being an error message. Duggan 
discloses comparing a variable in response to an execution segment to an expected error code 
(see column 20 lines 50-55). 

generating a log entry, the log entry including at least one of an identification and a path 
of the generated page, the applied standard input, the generated message and a flag indicating 
that the generated error message is an error message or is believed to be a potential error 
message (see column 8 lines 30-45). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections'set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 8, 19, and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Duggan. 

Regarding claims 8, 19 and 30, Duggan discloses the claim limitation as discussed above. 
However, Duggan fails to explicitly disclose wherein the knowledge base of standard inputs and 
the knowledge base of standard errors are stored in a same database. 
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Official Notice is taken for the concept of storing two different type of data in the same 
database. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made wherein the knowledge base of standard inputs and the knowledge base of standard 
errors are stored in the same database. A person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention could have been motivated because Duggan is concerning with storing two different 
types of data, standard inputs (see column 6 lines 35-40) and standard errors (see column 20 
lines 50-55), and a database is known to store different type of data and further provides easy 
access to the data. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

See PTO 892. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Emerson C. Puente whose telephone number is (571) 272-3652. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8-5 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert W. Beausoliel can be reached on (571) 272-3645. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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